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W einvestigateground stateand �nitetem peraturepropertiesofthehalf-�lled Hubbard m odelon

a honeycom b latticeusing quantum m ontecarlo and seriesexpansion techniques.Unlikethesquare

lattice,forwhich m agneticorderexistsatT = 0 forany non-zero U ,thehoneycom b latticeisknown

to havea sem i-m etalphaseatsm allU and an antiferrom agnetic oneatlarge U .W einvestigate the

phasetransition atT = 0 by studying them agneticstructurefactorand com pressibility using quan-

tum m ontecarlo sim ulationsand by calculating thesublatticem agnetization,uniform susceptibility,

spin-wave and single hole dispersion using seriesexpansionsaround the ordered phase.O urresults

are consistent with a single continuous transition at Uc=t in the range 4 � 5. Finite tem perature

signaturesofthisphasetransition areseen in thebehaviorofthespeci�cheat,C (T),which changes

from a two-peaked structure forU > Uc to a one-peaked structureforU < Uc.Furtherm ore,theU

dependenceofthe low tem perature coe�cientofC (T)exhibitsan anom aly atU � U c.

PACS num bers:71.10.Fd,75.10.Lp,75.40.M g

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The two-dim ensionalHubbard Ham iltonian has been

extensively studied as a m odelof m etal{insulator and

m agnetic phase transitions[1]and also within the con-

text ofsystem s such as the CuO 2 sheets ofhigh tem -

perature superconductors.[2]In the square-lattice case,

athalf-�lling,nesting ofthe Ferm isurface leadsto a di-

vergentantiferrom agnetic susceptibility asthe tem pera-

ture is lowered,even for U = 0,and thus the ground

state is an antiferrom agnetic insulator at any non-zero

U . It is ofinterest to study cases where,instead,the

transition to theantiferrom agneticphaseoccursat�nite

U .In such a situation,forexam ple,itm ay provepossi-

bleto seeiftheM ottm etal-insulatorand param agnetic{

antiferrom agnetic phase transitionsoccurseparately. A

�niteU c also m akesitm orestraightforward to study the

therm odynam icsattem peraturesabovetheT = 0 quan-

tum phasetransition,a question pertinentto experim en-

talstudiesofsuch phasetransitions.

The two{dim ensionalhoneycom b lattice isone geom -

etry in which we can explore these issues. In this pa-

per,we investigate the propertiesofthe half{�lled hon-

eycom b lattice Hubbard m odelusing determ inantquan-

tum m ontecarlo and seriesexpansionsm ethods.Aftera

briefreview ofpreviouswork,wedescribethem odeland

calculationalapproaches,and show data for a num ber

ofdi�erentground statepropertiesthatcarry signatures

ofthe phase transition. O ur overallresults are consis-

tentwith a single continuoustransition asa function of

U=t.W e then turn to the �nite tem peraturebehaviorof

the speci�c heatto see how such a criticalpointm ay be

reected in thiskey experim entalproperty.

W hilethehoneycom b latticehasUc non-zero,itisim -

portantto noteattheoutsetthat,likethesquarelattice,

itsnon-interactingdensity ofstateshasa specialfeature.

As shown in Fig.1,N (!) vanishes linearly as ! ! 0,

so the system is a sem i{m etal(or alternatively,a zero-

gap sem iconductor)athalf{�lling.Asa consequence,at

weak coupling,thelow tem peraturebehaviorofthespe-

ci�c heatisquadratic in tem perature,C = �T2,instead

ofthe usuallinear Ferm iliquid dependence. At strong

coupling,when long range antiferrom agnetic order sets

in,the speci�c heatwillalso be quadraticin T owing to

thespin{waveexcitations.How the speci�cheatevolves

between these two regim esisan open question.

A considerable body of work exists concerning the

ground state phase diagram . M artelo et alfound that

within m ean �eld theory the M otttransition occursbe-

low an upperbound forthe criticalinteraction strength

Uc=t� 5:3.[3]M eanwhile,their variationalm onte carlo

calculation suggested a lowerbound fortheantiferom ag-

netic transition Uc=t� 3:7. They interpreted these re-

sults as a single transition from param agnetic m etalto

antiferrom agneticinsulatoratUc=t= 4:5� 0:5.

Baskaran et al [4] and Sorella et al [5] studied the

m odelusing the Random Phase Approxim ation which

gives Uc=t = 2:23 for the onset of antiferrom agnetic

order. Associated auxiliary �eld quantum m onte carlo

(Q M C) sim ulations[5] using the ground state projec-

tion approach suggested Uc=t= 4:5� 0:5. Later Q M C

work by Furukawa[6]on largerlatticesand doing system

size extrapolations resulted in a som ewhat lower value,

Uc=t= 3:6� 0:1. Peres etalhave recently studied the

phase diagram and m ean �eld m agnetization ofcoupled

honeycom b layersasa function of�lling,U=t,and inter-

layerhoppingt0=tusingtherandom phaseapproxim ation

and spin waveanalysis.[7]

As with the square lattice Hubbard m odel,Nagaoka

ferrom agnetism isalsopossibleforthedoped honeycom b

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0406535v1
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FIG .1: Thenoninteracting density ofstatesoftheHubbard

m odelon a honeycom b lattice.Thisgeom etry isbipartite,so

N (!)issym m etricabout! = 0.Theverticallinescorrespond

to �llings of0.1,0.2,0.3,:::The density ofstates vanishes

linearly at! = 0 and haslogarithm ic Van Hove singularities

at�llings� = 3=8 and 5=8.The bandwidth W = 6t.

latticeatstrong couplings(U=t> 12),ashasbeen inves-

tigated by Hirsch using exact diagonalization on sm all

clusters[8]and by Hanisch et alusing G utzwiller wave

functions.[9]

W econcludethisintroduction by notingthattheHub-

bard m odelon a honeycom b lattice has also been sug-

gested to beofinterestfora variety ofsystem sincluding

graphite sheets,[4]and carbon nanotubes[10],aswellas

M gB2[6]and Pb and Sn on G e(111) surfaces.[11]The

honeycom b lattice is also a 2/3 subset ofthe triangu-

larlattice,and so the nature ofspin correlationson the

honeycom b lattice hasbeen considered aspossibly rele-

vant to the properties oftriangular lattice system s like

NaxCoO 2 atappropriatedopings[12].

II. T H E H U B B A R D H A M ILT O N IA N ,

D ET ER M IN A N T Q U A N T U M M O N T E C A R LO ,

A N D SER IES EX PA N SIO N M ET H O D S

W e study the Hubbard Ham iltonian,

H = � t
X

hiji�

(c
y

i�
c
j�
+ c

y

j�
c
i�
)

+ U
X

i

(ni" �
1

2
)(ni# �

1

2
)� �

X

i

(ni" + ni#):

Here c
y

i�
(c
j�
) are creation(destruction) operators for a

ferm ion ofspin � on lattice site i. The kinetic energy

term includesa sum overnearneighborshi;jion a two{

dim ensionalhoneycom b lattice. W e denote by N the

num beroflattice sites,and L the lineardim ension with

N = 2

3
L2. The interaction term is written in particle{

hole sym m etric form so that� = 0 correspondsto half{

�lling:thedensity� = hni"+ ni#i= 1forallt;U and tem -

peraturesT.W e choosethe hopping param etert= 1 to

settheenergy scale.Notethatthenoninteracting m odel

has two ‘Dirac’points ~K � on the Ferm isurface where

the dispersion relation is relativistic,[4]i.e. the energy

growslinearly with j~k � ~K � j.

W eusethedeterm inantquantum m ontecarlo m ethod

to m easurethepropertiesoftheHam iltonian.[13]In this

approach the partition function iswritten asa path in-

tegral,the interaction term isdecoupled through the in-

troduction ofadiscreteauxiliary‘Hubbard-Stratonovich’

�eld,[14]and the ferm ion degreesoffreedom are traced

out analytically. The rem aining sum m ation over the

Hubbard-Stratonovich �eld isdone stochastically. Since

the lattice is bipartite,no sign problem occurs at half-

�lling. Data were typically generated by doing several

tens ofthousands ofm easurem ents at each data point

(tem perature,coupling constant,lattice size). ‘G lobal

m oves’which ip theHubbard-Stratonovich variablesfor

allim aginary tim esata given spatialsite were included

so thatatstrongercouplings,transitionsbetween di�er-

entdensitiesarefacilitated.[15]

W e have also carried out an Ising type expansion for

thissystem atT = 0 using a linked-clusterm ethod.[16]

Sim ilarexpansionswerepreviouslydonefortheHubbard

m odelon thesquarelattice.[17]Toperform theseriesex-

pansion,oneneedsto introducean Ising interaction into

the Hubbard Ham iltonian,and divide the Ham iltonian

into an unperturbed Ham iltonian (H 0)and a perturba-

tion (H 1)asfollows,

H = H 0 + �H 1

H 0 = J
X

hiji

(�zi�
z
j + 1)+ U

X

i

(ni" �
1

2
)(ni# �

1

2
)

H 1 =
X

hiji

[� J(�zi�
z
j + 1)� t(c

y

i�
cj� + h:c:)]

where�zi = ni" � ni#,and � istheexpansion param eter.

Note that we are prim arily interested in the behavior

ofthe system at � = 1,at which point the Ising term

cancels between H 0 and H 1. The strength ofthe Ising

interaction can be varied to im prove convergence,and

it provesusefulto keep it oforder t2=U .[17]The lim its

� = 0 and � = 1 correspond to the Ising m odeland the

originalm odel, respectively. The unperturbed ground

state isthe usualNe�elstate. The Ising serieshave been

calculated to order�15 forthe ground state energy,the

staggered m agnetization M ,and the square ofthe local

m om entLm [17],and to order�13 forthe uniform m ag-

netic susceptibility �? . The resulting powerseriesin �

fort=U = 0:15 and J=U = 0:0225 arepresented in Table

I.

In additiontothegroundstateproperties,wealsocom -

pute the spin-wave dispersion � (to order� 13)and the

dispersion � 1h of1-hole doped to half-�lled system (to

order�11). The calculation ofthe dispersion involvesa

list of28811 clusters up to 13 sites. The series for the
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FIG .2: D ensity � as a function ofchem icalpotential� at

weak coupling (U = 2t).� isnotpinned atone,butim m edi-

ately beginsto shiftwhen � 6= 0:there isno M ottgap.

dispersionscan be written in the following form

�(k x;ky) =
X

p

X

i;j

1

3
ai;j;p�

p
�

cos(ikx=2)cos(
p
3jky=2)

+ cos[(i+ 3j)kx=4]cos[
p
3(i� j)ky)=4]

+ cos[(i� 3j)kx=4]cos[
p
3(i+ j)ky=4]

	

In TableII,welistthe seriescoe�cientsa i;j;p fort=U =

0:15 and J=U = 0:0225. The series for other couplings

areavailablefrom the authorsupon request.

III. Q U A N T U M P H A SE T R A N SIT IO N

W ebegin by exam ining theevidencefora phasetran-

sition in the m odel. First,we present results from the

quantum m onte carlo sim ulations,which can,in princi-

ple,addressarbitrary t=U ratios.

A . C om pressibility

The M ottm etal{insulatortransition issignalled by a

vanishing com pressibility � = @�=@�. W e show � as a

function of� for� = 8 and U = 2t(Fig.2)and U = 7t

(Fig.3).Thereisa clearqualitativedi�erencein behav-

ior. For weak coupling,� im m ediately shifts from half-

�lling as� increasesfrom zero,whileatstrong coupling,

� rem ainspinned at� = 1 outto �nite �.

In Fig.4 we show the �lling as a function ofU at a

sm allnon-zero valueofthechem icalpotential�0 = 0:20.

W eseethat�0 ! 1 atU � 5t,signalling theonsetofthe

M ottinsulating phase.

FIG .3: D ensity � as a function ofchem icalpotential� at

strong coupling (U = 7t).There isclearevidence fora M ott

gap.

FIG .4: The di�erence in the value ofthe density � from

half-�lling at sm allnonzero �0 = 0:2t is a m easure of the

presence the M ott gap. Here we see �(�0)! 1 and hence a

gap opensatU=t� 5.

B . Spin C orrelations and A ntiferrom agnetic

Susceptibility

To study the m agnetic behavior,we m easure the real

spacespin correlations,

czz(r) = hSz(r)Sz(0)i Sz(r)= nr" � nr#

c+ � (r) = hS� (r)S+ (0)i S+ (r)= c
y

r"
cr#;

and theirFouriertransform s,

Szz(q)=
X

r

e
iq� r

czz(r)

S+ � (q)=
X

e
iq� r

c+ � (r):
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FIG .5: Theantiferrom agneticstructurefactorisshown asa

function ofinverse tem perature � and di�erentlattices sizes

L at U=t = 7. At low � (high T) the correlation length is

short,and S(�;�) is independent ofL. At large �,S(�;�)

growswith L.

At T = 0 and in the antiferrom agnetically ordered

phase at large U=t, the real space correlation will go

asym ptotically to a non-zero valuem 2=3 atlargesepara-

tionsr.In our�nite tem perature sim ulations,we access

theT = 0 lim itby cooling thesystem to thepointwhere

the correlation length exceeds the lattice size. In this

case,the structure factorwillgrow linearly with lattice

sizeN .M oreprecisely,the structurefactorwillobey,

1

N
S(q)= m

2
=3+ a=L;

whereL isthelinearlatticesize.[18]In theparam agnetic

phaseatsm allU=t,thestructurefactorwillbeindepen-

dentofN ,and hence S(q)=N willvanish asN ! 1 .

In Fig.5 weshow S(�;�)asa function ofinversetem -

perature � for di�erent lattice sizes atU=t= 7. Fig.6

showsthe associated scaling plot. Also shown in Fig.6

isthe value ofc(r)forthe largestseparationson our�-

nite lattices. This quantity should scale with the sam e

interceptm 2=3 buta di�erent�nite size correction.W e

seethatthesystem isin an antiferrom agneticallyordered

phaseforthiscoupling.

Figs.7-8 show analogousplotsatU=t= 6.The order

param eter is stillnon-zero,but is quite sm all. Sim ilar

plots for U=t = 5 are consistent with the vanishing of

longrangeorder.W hilewecannotpin down thelocation

ofthequantum phasetransition exactly,a com parison of

this analysiswith the com pressibility ofFig.3 suggests

thatthevanishing ofthecom pressibility gap and thean-

tiferrom agneticorderoccurvery closeto each otherand

arein the neighborhood ofUc � 5t.

FIG .6: The scaled structure factor (�lled triangles) and

spin correlation function (�lled squares)atlarge distance are

shown for large � as a function ofthe inverse linear dim en-

sion forU=t= 7.The linesare leastsquares�tsto the data.

Thesequantitiesscaleto a nonzero valueoftheorderparam -

eter (square ofthe staggered m agnetization) in the therm o-

dynam ic lim it1=L ! 0.

FIG .7: Sam e asFig.5 exceptU=t= 6.

C . R esults from Series Expansions

W e now presentresultsfrom the Ising type seriesex-

pansions.Theseexpansionsareonly valid in them agnet-

ically ordered phase,and thuscan only accessthe prop-

ertiesofthe system forU > Uc.

In Fig.9 and Fig.10,weshow thesublatticem agneti-

zation and uniform susceptibility. The Q M C resultsfor

the sublattice m agnetization are also shown. The two

agree with each other for sm allt=U . The uncertainties

increase as the transition is approached. Q M C results

suggest a m ore abrupt drop to zero around U=t � 5,

whereastheseriesresultssuggestagradualdecreasewith

increasing t=U . Since the series are not directly in the
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FIG .8: Sam e asFig.6 exceptU=t= 6.

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3
 Series
 QMC

 

 

M

t/U

FIG .9: The staggered m agnetization versus t=U obtained

from seriesexpansionsand quantum m ontecarlo sim ulations.

The lines joining the pointsare a guide to the eye. See text

form ore discussion.

variable t=U but rather in an auxiliary variable �,it is

di�cultto locatethe true criticalpointU c=tand obtain

thecriticalproperties.However,sinceweexpectthecrit-

icalexponent� tobelessthan one,thetruecurveshould

com eto zerowith an in�niteslope.Thus,from theseries

resultsalone,onewould estim ateUc=t� 4,and thisisin

agreem entwith the estim ate from the susceptibility �?
shown in Fig.10.

Next, in Fig.11, we show the spin-wave dispersion

along high-sym m etry cutsthrough theBrillouin zonefor

t=U = 0:1,together with the dispersion obtained from

�rst and second order spin-wave results for the Heisen-

berg m odelon a honeycom b lattice[19],which should ap-

proach thedispersion fortheHubbard m odelin thelarge

U lim it.W ecan seethatthedispersion hasitsm inim um

atthe� point.Thespin-wavedispersion forthe Heisen-

FIG .10: The uniform susceptibility U �? versus t=U ob-

tained from seriesexpansion.

berg m odelon a honeycom b lattice has a m axim um at

W point,while forthe Hubbard m odel,thisisonly true

forvery sm allt=U .Already fort=U = 0:1,theenergy at

W pointsisreduced,and the m axim um m ovesto the K

point.

Also,in �gure 12 we show the 1-hole dispersion for

selected values oft=U ,where we can see that the m in-

im um and m axim um gaps are at the W and � points,

respectively. This dispersion is quite di�erent from the

caseofthesquarelattice,sincethereisno nesting ofthe

Ferm isurfacehere.Forthesquarelattice,thesinglehole

dispersion relation isanom alously atnearthe degener-

atepoints(0;� �),(� �;0)oftheBrillouin zone,with the

m inim um ofthe dispersion at(� �=2;� �=2).[20]Fig.13

shows the m inim um gap,i.e.the gap at the W point,

and the bandwidth,� � � � W ,vs t=U . The gap closes

att=U � 0:26,indicating a transition to the sem i-m etal

phase.

To sum m arize, study of both m agnetic and charge

properties using series expansions show a direct transi-

tion from the antiferrom agneticto the sem i-m etalphase

around Uc � 4t.

Com biningthequantum m ontecarloand seriesexpan-

sion results,weestim atethephasetransition tobein the

rangeUc=t= 4� 5.Thereisgreaterinternalconsistency

in thelocation ofthecriticalpointifwerestrictourselves

toonem ethod.But,in fact,therearelargeruncertainties

in both m ethodsespecially asthequantum phasetransi-

tion isreached.However,both m ethodsstronglyindicate

thattheM otttransition and theantiferrom agneticorder

happen sim ultaneously.
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FIG .11: Plotofthespin-waveexcitation spectrum �(k x;ky)

(in unitsofe�ective Je� = 4t2=U )along the path �K W � in

the Brillouin zone (see the inset,where the m om entum k for

�, K , W points are (0;0), (2�=3;0), and (2�=3;2�=3
p
3),

respectively) for the system with coupling ratios t=U = 0:1

in the Ne�elordered phase. Also shown are the �rst (dashed

line) and second (solid line) order spin-wave results[19]for

Heisenberg m odelon honeycom b lattice.

FIG .12: Plotofthe1-holeexcitation spectrum �(k x;ky)=U

in theNe�elordered phase along thepath �K W � in the Bril-

louin zone (see the inset)forthe system with coupling ratios

t=U = 0:05,0.01,0.15,0.25.

FIG .13: Them inim um single-hole gap � W atW pointand

itsbandwidth � � � � W vst=U .

IV . SIG N A T U R ES O F T H E Q U A N T U M P H A SE

T R A N SIT IO N IN T H E SP EC IFIC H EA T

An im portant objective ofour study was to exam ine

the signature ofthe quantum phase transition in the �-

nite tem perature behaviorofthe speci�c heat. W e now

turn to those studies,which are based on the quantum

m ontecarlo m ethod.

At strong couplings,one expects two features in the

speci�cheatoftheHubbard Ham iltonian.The�rst,ata

tem peratureT � U=5,signalstheform ation ofm agnetic

m om ents,[21,22]while the second,ata lowertem pera-

ture T � J = 4t2=U ,is associated with the entropy of

m om entordering. This picture hasbeen veri�ed in the

one-dim ensionalcase using Bethe Ansatz techniques[23]

and (using quantum m ontecarlo)in thetwo dim ensional

square[24,25]and three dim ensionalcubic lattices.[26]

Interestingly,in the square lattice,the two peak struc-

ture persists to weak coupling where the energy scales

U and J have m erged.[21]In one dim ension,there is a

singlepeak atweak coupling.[27,28]

Thespeci�cheatC (T)forthetwo-dim ensionalhoney-

com b latticeisshown in Fig.16 fordi�erentcouplingsU

and latticesizeL = 12.Forstrongcoupling,U=t= 6;7;8

there isa cleartwo peak structure. Thisis replaced by

a single peak forweakercouplings,U=t= 2;4;5.Again,

thisresultisin contrastwith thebehaviorofC (T)on the

squarelattice,where a two-peak structure isevidentfor

allU=T.[21]Itisplausible to conjecture thatthe di�er-

enceistheabsenceoflongrangeantiferrom agneticorder.

Thissuggestion issupported by thefactthatcoalescence

ofthe speci�c heat peaks is seen in \Dynam icalM ean

Field Theory" (DM FT) [29,30,31]studies when they
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 U/t =2
 U/t =4
 U/t =5
 U/t =6
 U/t =7
 U/t =8

C
(T

)

T

FIG .14: The speci�c heat C (T) is shown as a function of

tem peraturefordi�erentcoupling strengths.In theantiferro-

m agnetic phase forU > Uc,the speci�c heathasa two peak

structure. In the m etallic phase for U < Uc there is a single

peak.The ‘universalcrossing’atT = 1:6tisdiscussed in the

text.

are restricted to the param agnetic phase and antiferro-

m agneticuctuationsareneglected.

This is,however,a rather subtle question,since the

M erm in{W agnertheorem precludes long range orderat

�nite tem perature. W hat is m eant, m ore precisely, is

thaton atwo-dim ensionalsquarelattice,thelow T struc-

turein C (T)appearswhen theantiferrom agneticcorrela-

tion length �(T),beginsto grow exponentially asT ! 0.

The evolution from a two to a one peak structure

in C (T) is one interesting reection of the underlying

quantum phasetransition on the�nitetem peraturether-

m odynam ics. Another way ofexam ining this question

concerns the low tem perature behavior of C (T). As

pointed out in the introduction,we expect a quadratic

tem perature dependence at both strong coupling (spin-

waves)and weak coupling (linearly vanishing density of

states at the Ferm ilevel). How does the coe�cient �

in C (T) = �T2 evolve as one crosses between the two

phases?

Before we present the results for �,we note that ex-

tracting � is clearly a subtle num ericalissue. O n the

onehand,� characterizesthelow T behavior,buton the

other hand,because of�nite size e�ects,which becom e

largerasthetem peratureislowered,onecannotusedata

attoo low valuesofT.Thus,ourcalculation of� should

beviewed with som ecaution.W hatwehavedonein gen-

erating Figs.15-16 isto �tthe data forC (T)to the T 2

form overonly a �nite tem perature window: below the

peak in C (T)butalso above the tem peraturesatwhich

�nite size e�ects begin introducing a noticeable gap in

the spectrum . In Fig.15 we show � asa function ofU .

There is a structure in this plot in the vicinity ofthe

value Uc=t � 5 previously inferred from the com press-

ibility and spin correlation data.Fig.16 em phasizesthis

feature by plotting the derivative of� with respect to

t=U asa function oft=U .Aswehavenoted,thespeci�c

heatofthenoninteractingsystem obeysC = �(U = 0)T2

with �(U = 0) = 4:1,because ofthe linearly vanishing

density ofstates. Perturbation theory suggeststhatfor

sm all�nite U ,� should increase quadratically from this

value. Nevertheless,in the vicinity below the quantum

phasetransition,thevaluefor� extracted from thequan-

tum m ontecarlo data looksratherlinearin U ,asseen in

Fig. 15. If� = m U=tthen d(�)=d(t=U )= � m =(t=U )2.

W ith this in m ind,a line showing the functionalform

� m =(t=U )2 with m = 2 isgiven and �ts the weak cou-

pling data very well. The breakaway from this form at

strong coupling furtherem phasizesthechangein behav-

iorin the vicinity ofthe quantum phasetransition.

In studiesofthetwopeak structureofthespeci�cheat

on the square lattice,an interesting interchange ofthe

role ofkinetic and potentialenergies was noted.[21]At

large U ,the tem perature derivative ofthe potentialen-

ergy was the prim ary contribution to the high T,‘m o-

m entform ation’,peak,whilethe tem peraturederivative

ofthekineticenergy drovethelow T,‘m om entordering’,

peak. However,at weak U the situation was reversed,

with the high T peak originating in the kinetic energy.

W ith that separation in m ind, we plot in Fig.17,for

thehoneycom b lattice,thecontributionsofthepotential

and kinetic energies to �. It is the contribution ofthe

potentialenergy to � which appearsto havethe sharper

evolution in thevicinity ofthequantum phasetransition.

Returning to the speci�c heat versus tem perature,

shown in Fig.14,we note the existence ofa very well

de�ned crossing point at T � 1:6t. This crossing has

been observed previously in DM FT,[29,30,31]and in

thetwo dim ensionalsquarelattice.[21,24]Indeed,in the

form ercase,two crossingswere observed,with the high

tem perature one being nearly universal,while the low

tem peratureintersectionswereconsiderably m orespread

out,m uch asweobservein Fig.14.Itisalso interesting

thatthenum ericalvalueofthecrossing isalm ostidenti-

calforthe honeycom b and square lattices,despite their

di�erentbandwidths.

Finally,we turn to the behaviorofthe entropy S. In

Fig.18 we show S asa function ofU fordi�erenttem -

peratures T. At large U , the clustering ofthe curves

fordi�erenttem peraturesnearln(2)isindicative ofthe

existence ofdisordered m agnetic m om entsin a range of

interm ediateT.Thelow tem peraturem agneticordering

tendency isevidentin the gap between the T = 0:2 and

T = 0:3 curves.AsU isdecreased,thescreening away of

the m om entsisindicated by the T = 0:3 isotherm drop-

ping from ln(2)to 0.Itisinteresting thatthisbehavior

isso gradual.Finally atsm allU one observesthe m ore

orlessequally spaced isotherm soffreeelectron gas.This

�gure com plem ents the data ofC (T)shown in Fig.14,

since the entropy hang up at large U near ln(2) is just

the C=T area ofthe lowerspeci�cheatpeak.
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FIG .15: �,thecoe�cientoftheT
2
term in thespeci�cheat

isshown asa function ofU=t. The solid square isthe U = 0

value.Thereappearsto bea changein slopeasU crossesUc.
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FIG .16: Thederivativeof�,thecoe�cientoftheT
2
term in

thespeci�cheat,with respecttot=U isshown.Thisderivative

has a sharp change near the criticalcoupling Uc. The solid

line is� 2=(t=U )
2
(see text).

Figure 19 exhibits the entropy as a function oftem -

perature.Atweak coupling,there isa sm ooth evolution

from ln(4) athigh T to zero atlow T. For strong cou-

pling,aplateau nearln(2)interruptsthisevolution,again

exhibiting a rangeoftem peratureswith wellform ed,but

disordered m om ents.
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FIG .17: The separate contributions ofthe potential(�U )

and kinetic (�K ) energies to the quadratic coe�cient ofthe

speci�c heatare shown. �U showsthe m ore abruptbehavior

in thevicinity ofUc.Thesm alldi�erencesbetween thevalues

of� obtained from the totalenergy,and the values �K + �U

from the kinetic and potentialenergies separately provide a

m easure ofthe uncertaintiesin our�tting procedure.
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FIG .18: Theentropy isshown asafunction ofU fordi�erent

tem peratures. Atlarge U the gaps between the T = 10 and

T = 2 curves and between the T = 0:3 and T = 0:2 curves

reecttheentropy lossassociated with m agneticm om entfor-

m ation and ordering respectively.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

In this paper we have studied the Hubbard Ham ilto-

nian on a half{�lled honeycom b lattice using quantum

m onte carlo and seriesexpansion m ethods. Both m eth-

ods strongly suggest that the m odelhas a single con-

tinuous transition at T = 0,between an antiferrom ag-
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FIG .19: The entropy isshown as a function ofT for weak

and strongcoupling.Thedashed and solid linesaretheresults

ofquantum m onte carlo sim ulations on 12x12 lattices. The

sym bols are generated by an exact calculation on a two site

m odelforcom parison.

neticphaseatlargeU=tand a sem i-m etalphaseatsm all

U=t. Q uantum m onte carlo resultsforthe com pressibil-

ity,which looksatthechargeresponseofthesystem ,and

them agneticstructurefactor,which looksatthespin re-

sponse,both suggesta transition around Uc=t� 5.The

seriesexpansion resultsforthesublatticem agnetization,

which isthespin orderparam eterand thechargeexcita-

tion gap,which characterizesthe M ott transition,both

pointto a single transition atU=t� 4.The discrepency

between the quantum m onte carlo and seriesexpansion

resultsreectstheuncertaintiesin thecalculations,espe-

cially asthecriticalpointisapproached.Thusweexpect

thetransition to liein therange4 < U=t< 5,a resultin

com plete agreem ent with the previous work ofM artelo

etal.[3].

Finally,one ofthe goals ofthis work was to look for

�nite tem perature signatures ofthe phase transition in

thespeci�cheat,asa guideto experim entalstudies.W e

observe that around Uc the speci�c heat changes from

a one peak (below Uc)to a two peak (above Uc) struc-

ture. W e suggest that this is associated with the fact

thatforU > Uc theantiferrom agneticcorrelation length

growsrapidly as the tem perature is reduced. For weak

coupling only very short-range antiferrom agnetic corre-

lations exist,and the speci�c heat has no signature of

m agneticorder.

W e also studied the evolution with on-site interaction

strength U ofthe coe�cient�(U )ofthe quadratic tem -

perature dependence ofthe speci�c heatatlow tem per-

atures.Sincetheexcitationswhich producetheT 2 term

above and below the quantum phase transition are un-

related,one m ighthave expected �(U ) to exhibita dis-

continuity at Uc. Instead,we found a sharp change in

the slope,d�(U )=dU at Uc. G iven the uncertainties in

obtaining �(U ), from �nite-size calculations, these re-

sultsshould beviewed with som ecaution.Experim ental

searchesforsuch a behaviorwould be quite interesting.
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6 -2.167350013� 10
� 3
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TABLE II: Seriescoe�cientsforthespin-waveexcitation spectrum �(k x;ky)=U and 1-holedispersion � 1h(kx;ky)=U .Nonzero

coe�cientsup to order�
13

fort=U = 0:15 and J=U = 0:0225 are listed.

(i;j;p) ai;j;p (i;j;p) ai;j;p (i;j;p) ai;j;p (i;j;p) ai;j;p

spin-wave excitation spectrum �(k x;ky)=U

(0,0,0) 1.350000000� 10
� 1

(10,0,0) 2.216091139� 10
� 1

(10,3,1) 4.746162497� 10
� 1

(8,6,0) -7.225113429� 10
� 3

(1,0,0) -1.350000000� 10
� 1

(11,0,0) -1.393969235� 10
� 2

(11,3,1) -1.099204748� 10
� 1

(9,6,0) -2.262498583� 10
� 2

(2,0,0) 1.111175434� 10
� 1

(12,0,0) -5.637616584� 10
� 1

(12,3,1) -1.440323067 (10,6,0) -2.696906952� 10
� 2

(3,0,0) 2.082046617� 10
� 2

(13,0,0) -1.304334460 (13,3,1) -3.353557841 (11,6,0) 6.591260743� 10
� 3

(4,0,0) -4.424242442� 10
� 2

(4,3,1) -1.237981890� 10
� 1

(8,6,2) -3.350958277� 10
� 3

(12,6,0) -2.916010244� 10
� 3

(5,0,0) -3.676674665� 10
� 2

(5,3,1) -1.341231436� 10
� 1

(9,6,2) -1.098231382� 10
� 2

(13,6,0) -2.568183304� 10
� 1

(6,0,0) -9.749111612� 10
� 3

(6,3,1) -2.171649093� 10
� 2

(10,6,2) -1.153863507� 10
� 2

(12,9,3) -1.609104960� 10
� 3

(7,0,0) 2.153747460� 10
� 2

(7,3,1) 1.086787464� 10
� 1

(11,6,2) 7.460180712� 10
� 3

(13,9,3) -8.451196579� 10
� 3

(8,0,0) 9.813204715� 10
� 2

(8,3,1) 2.930587649� 10
� 1

(12,6,2) 7.410248941� 10
� 3

(12,9,1) -9.742145152� 10
� 3

(9,0,0) 2.080499557� 10
� 1

(9,3,1) 5.034160236� 10
� 1

(13,6,2) -1.092694552� 10
� 1

(13,9,1) -5.101138671� 10
� 2

1-hole dispersion � 1h(kx;ky)=U

(0,0,0) 5.675000000� 10
� 1

(7,3,1) 5.141564645 (8,6,0) -1.091561629 (9,12,4) -2.562349516� 10
� 6

(1,0,0) -6.750000000� 10
� 2

(8,3,1) -1.258196166� 10
1

(9,6,0) -5.455143302 (10,12,4) 2.676464885� 10
� 3

(2,0,0) -6.336614782� 10
� 1

(9,3,1) -1.733463014� 10
2

(10,6,0) 5.327561412 (11,12,4) 1.433265640� 10
� 2

(3,0,0) -7.336392902� 10
� 1

(10,3,1) -6.526403290� 10
1

(11,6,0) 8.443452858� 10
1

(8,12,2) -2.978280918� 10
� 5

(4,0,0) 2.938067768 (11,3,1) 3.901815114� 10
3

(6,9,3) 8.189533379� 10
� 5

(9,12,2) -2.049879613� 10
� 5

(5,0,0) 1.013199055� 10
1

(4,6,2) -2.251112570� 10
� 3

(7,9,3) 3.983472192� 10
� 5

(10,12,2) 2.139465782� 10
� 2

(6,0,0) -1.702110647� 10
1

(5,6,2) -6.420330616� 10
� 4

(8,9,3) 1.025604453� 10
� 2

(11,12,2) 1.146460686� 10
� 1

(7,0,0) -1.514268463� 10
2

(6,6,2) 2.127063569� 10
� 2

(9,9,3) 4.129584046� 10
� 2

(8,12,0) -2.233710688� 10
� 5

(8,0,0) -4.655833834 (7,6,2) 6.346958017� 10
� 2

(10,9,3) -2.110091800� 10
� 1

(9,12,0) -1.537409710� 10
� 5

(9,0,0) 2.217144323� 10
3

(8,6,2) -5.148299650� 10
� 1

(11,9,3) -1.677872051 (10,12,0) 1.604362363� 10
� 2

(10,0,0) 3.740789745� 10
3

(9,6,2) -2.603465931 (6,9,1) 4.913720027� 10
� 4

(11,12,0) 8.598244287� 10
� 2

(11,0,0) -2.947388888� 10
4

(10,6,2) 2.034643910 (7,9,1) 2.390083315� 10
� 4

(10,15,5) 1.895585905� 10
� 7

(2,3,1) 1.238532110� 10
� 1

(11,6,2) 3.720022590� 10
1

(8,9,1) 6.168519384� 10
� 2

(11,15,5) 1.687061931� 10
� 7

(3,3,1) 1.022641192� 10
� 2

(4,6,0) -4.502225139� 10
� 3

(9,9,1) 2.478775229� 10
� 1

(10,15,3) 1.895585905� 10
� 6

(4,3,1) 7.872629131� 10
� 2

(5,6,0) -1.284066123� 10
� 3

(10,9,1) -1.373111288 (11,15,3) 1.687061931� 10
� 6

(5,3,1) 8.219599490� 10
� 3

(6,6,0) 4.204959522� 10
� 2

(11,9,1) -1.064077735� 10
1

(10,15,1) 3.791171810� 10
� 6

(6,3,1) 6.643492076� 10
� 1

(7,6,0) 1.267005690� 10
� 1

(8,12,4) -3.722851147� 10
� 6

(11,15,1) 3.374123863� 10
� 6


